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Dear Mr. Caton:

On behalf of GVNW Inc. /Management (GVNW), we are hereby
transmitting to the Commission an original and 17 copies of the
attached Page 42 (signature page) and Schedules 1 and 2 of GVNW's
referenced comments which were inadvertently omitted from
yesterday's filing. We respectfully request that the Commission
include the following attachments with GVNW's Comments.

Should you have any questions concerning this matter, please
contact this office.

SL/cvh
Attachments

cc: Ms. Janice Myles
International Transcription Services, Inc.
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NPRM Paraliraphs 260 and 261 GVNW agrees with the FCC that the states have the sole

responsibility for determining whether exemptions j~)r rural companies should be granted and

whether suspension or modifications under Section 251 (F)(2) should be granted. We do not see

any need for the FCC to establish standards regarding what constitutes a "bona fide" request.

We believe that the states can make such determinations with relative ease and without putting

undo burdens on requesting carriers.

NPRM Paragraph 263 GVNW notes that one of the primary means that the FCC has of assuring

infrastructure development. particularly in rural areas. is to create an environment where those

investing in such infrastructure have a reasonable assurance of obtaining and adequate return on

that infrastructure. In that regard, pricing rules established by the FCC for unbundled elements

and interconnection provided by ILECs need to pro'vide sufficient revenues to make such future

investments profitable and attractive.

Respectfully Submitted,

Robert C. Schoonmaker
Vice President

GVNW Inc.lManagement
P.O. Box 25969

(2270 La Montana Way)
Colorado Springs, CO 80936 (80918)
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Schedule 1
Incumbent lEC Switch Size and Capital Investment

Comnanv

2 Sample Small lECs
3 Peetz
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~ 5 Pine

6 Bush-Tell
7 Home-
8 C-R Telephone
9 Rural

10 Dell City
11 Albion

I 12 Wahkiakum West
13 Mukluk

, 14 Midvale
----,'------ -
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16 Cordova----
17 Arctic Slo~ _

18 Dubois
19 Lincoln, -NV

120 Hardy - -
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22 Nehalem
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24 Cass County
25 Shawnee -
26 Emery
27 Interior
28 Siskiyou
29 Molalla
30 South Central Utah
31 Ponderosa
32 Triangle-
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34 Canby -------

35 Churchill
36 Pioneer
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Notes:
1.) SWitch types From

Table
DMS-10
DMS-10G
DCO
EWSD
Redcom
Mltei
5ESS
GTD·5
E10-5
ADS
SXS

Switch
Type

NorteIDMS-10
NorteIDMS-10G
Siemens-stromberg Carlson DCO
Siemens-stromberg Carlson EWSr

'
Redcom MDX 384
Mitel GX 5000
AT&T (Lucent) 5ESS
AGCSGTD-5
Alcatel E10-5
American Digital Switching (Vidar)
Electromechanical Step by step

Comments
smalTrural and suburban applications
Large urban and suburban applications
Small rural and suburban applications
Large urban and suburban applications
Very small rural applications
Small rural applications
All Sizes, including COX and VCDX
All sizes, no new Installs, maintain only
No longer manufactured or supported
Ongoing support for 1980 vintage switch
AcqUired from RBOC

2) Based on REA statislical Report 1994 all Borrowers Reported Exchanges 'n toe REA statisllcal Reoort were used
to approximate number of Local Switches

3.) Source - 1995 or 1994 REA (RUS) form 479, 1995 State PublIC Utllltv CommiSSion Reports. and GVNW internal
network configuration reports
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Schedule 2
Populations of Selected Counties

State
California

Illinois

New York

Texas

Virginia

Washington

County
Los Angeles
Trinity
Cook (Chicago)
Putnam
Kings (Brooklyn)
Hamilton
Harris (Houston)
Loving
Henrico (Suburban Richmond)
Highland
King (Seattle)
Garfield

Population
8,863,164

13,063
5,105,067

5,730
2,300,664

5,279
2,818,199

107
217,881

2,635
1,507,319

2,248


